
The CEQA was further amended in 1977, and it now clearly 

limits the abilityl of all public agencFes acting as responsible 

agencies in reviewing a project to consideration of only those 

matters within their statutory jurisdiction to approve or carry 

out. (See Public Resources Code Section 21002.l,(d) setting forth 

express legislative policy for CEQA implementation.) The CEQA as 

presently in effect also states specifically that lead agencies 

are responsible for deciding whether an environmental impact report 

is necessary, determining the effects of a project and preparing 

necessary environmental documents, and that these determinations 

are conclusive as to all responsible agencies, unless judicially 

challenged (see Public Resources Code Section 21080'.1). 

Petitioners' concerns with respect to historical resources 

in the general area near the Magma test well site could be more 

appropriately addressed by Mono County, the lead agency for this 

project. The Regional Board has indicated that Magma has not yet 

proceeded with the project. We also note that the project con- 

sidered by the Regional Board and Mono County consisted only of 

drilling a test well and conducting flow tests of that well. Any 

project to further develop the test well or to construct additional 

exploratory wells would likely require additional environmental 

review and approvals of other governmental agencies. At that time 

if Petitioners are dissatisfied with the environmental documentation 

and evaluation prepared by the County, they should judicially 

challenge that evaluation pursuantto Section 21080.1 of CEQA as 

amended. Alternatively, Petitioners' concerns may be appropriately 

addressed by the State Office of Historic Preservation of the 

Department of Parks and Recreation or the Division of Oil and Gas 
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of the State Department of Conservation, agencies with some 

jurisdiction to protect historical resources. We do not mean to 

suggest that the cumulative effects of projects on the environment, 

whether historical, cultural or natural resources are affected, 

should be ignored or to imply in any way that historical resources 

do not deserve protection pursuant to CEQA. However, the authority 

of the Regional Boards to review pursuant to the provisions of CEQA 

is limited as hereinabovediscussed. 

III. CONCLUSION 

The Regional Board's review of proposed Magma Energy, Inc., 

geothermal test well "Magma Energy/Mammoth #l" based upon the 

negative declaration for the project prepared by the County of Mono 

and the Regional Board's finding of no significant environmental 

effect for this project were appropriate and proper to comply with 

the requirements and the policy of the California Environmental 

Quality Act. 



IV. ORDER 

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the petition of 

Clyde E. Kuhn and Beth A. Jersey for review of Order No. 6-77-115 

of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan 

Region, is denied. 

Dated: PVV? 15 1979 

/s/ W. Don Vaughan 
W. Don Maughan, Chairman 

/s/ FJilliam J. Miller 
William J. Miller, Member 

/s/ L. L. Mitchell 
L. L. Mitchell, Member 
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